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THE D, DARKNESS OF | THE CLOAK,
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v i After Diem and the Bay; of Plgs,‘li e .
i‘ after Mossadegh and Arbenz,
| we must recognize the CIA - v
I‘I for what it is—and control it, says
5 f thls outspokcn Congressman o

i
by Rep. John V. Lindsay o
' e iTwo major reversals in our forcign policy within the last three ! .
K ' : o 1 years have shaken the poise of the Intelligence branch of the United |
R States government to its underpinnings: the abortive adventure
at the Bay of Pigs, and the blinding miasma of Umted States | o A
policy that arose in South Vietnam during the Diem era.- . ‘ C - L
The immediate dangers past, commentators have sought to un-
ravel the confusing- web of influences in both situations, The full
o truth is not yet known, and may never be. Nonetheless, it seems -
L indisputable that in both cases the three principal instruments of
w7 1U.8. foreign policy—the State Department, the military, and the
o Central Intelligence Agency—were at crucial times pulling in sep-
T arate directions, o
- : The criticism most frequently heard is that the C.LLA. was med- ~
‘ “dling in policy, undertaking functions that were not its proper '
. responsibility. The charge has been made that the C.I.A. was com- - o
.bining Intelligence gathering with active “operations,” a course ‘ o .
. {which carries the risk that Intellizence may be used to support - . )
T ~ iprior operational decisions. It has been alleged over and over that oo . .
' E S lin Vietnam, as in the Bay of Pips, the C.I.A., with or without direc- o . o
’ : ;tion from higher authority, became enmeshed in its own intrigues. S h
v Y |In the Bay of Pigs, the C.I.A. was found supporting a collection of ‘
; Batista refugees, apparently without clear direction from the State
‘Department. In Vietnam, it hbecame clear that the C.1.A. was closely i
i
i

D

ikl

’ - faligned with and subsidizing the Special Forces run by the late !

O ‘ C Ngo Dinh Nhu, an elite military force that raided the Buddhist -
' ! pagodas. Responsible representatives of the precss have reported

“strong diangreements between the State Department and the C.LA.

“with regard to policy in Vietnam, and these reports must stand }
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i ! wash line. When later our government's support swung to the insur-

gents who ousted Diem, this very possibly meant an about-face on
- the part of the C.LA. The extent of our involvement even then is
unknown, but that we were involved must seeni quite possible,
. . ’ i Almost every qualificd outnider who has examined the history of
' . the Bay of Pigs blunder has concluded that it was founded on a hap-
‘hazard jumble of forcign policy, Intelligence gathering, and mili-
-tary operations. The C.I.A. appears to have organized and con-
ducted the attempt and also to have gathered the Intelligence data
on which the prospecis for the attempt were judged. Not only was
‘ .C.1.A. shaping policy-—perhaps understandable because of the ab-
) ' : “sence of direction from policy-making organs of the government— !
) ;but that policy was patenlly al odds with State Department think- -
' PRV ~m,,. Without fully rehearsing the baleful events that preceded the @ .~
. 'Bay of Pigs, it is perfectly clear, to understatc the matter, that the
' President was badly scrved by the agencies involved. )
| These premises, like all of my remarks in this article, arise only
: from material and information available 1o the public. In respect to s
. 1 such material and information I am in the snme position as other o
i representatives of the pecople in Congress, with very few excep-
.. i tions. All the more reason for such a representative to speak out.’
, : To state the danger poscd by the intermingling of Intelligence
T ‘ gathering and operations ig not to say it is unrecognized by respon-
' "gible officials. Able men throuphout the Intellizence community are
. well aware of and deeply concerited by dangers arising from the
_absence of clear distinction between Intelligence gathering and -
" operations. The trouble may often start, as Allen Dulles, the dis- : .. - .

tinguished former head of the C.I.A. recently said, from lack of”
clear-cut operational policy in Washington, When a policy vacuum :
occurs, men in the field are alinost involuntarily propelled 1nto;
operational aectivitics which are not their proper responsibility. |
, ) Sherman Kent, the hcad of the Board of National Estimates—one
o . - | of the most influential elements of the Intelligence commumty—-
-~ makes the point this way: ‘
T “Almost any man or group of men confrontcd with the duty of .
S L "getting something plauned or getting something done will sooner
’ . I or later hit upon what they consider a single most desirable course; -
of action. Usually it iy sooner; sometimes, under duress, it is a snap | e
, judgment off the top of the head. I'cannot escape the belief that
.+ 1 under the circumstances outlined, Intelligence will find itself right -/
*2..1 in the middle of policy, and that upon occasions it will be the
i unabashed apologist for a given policy rather than its impartial |
and objective analyst.” Sl
The failures of C.I.A. covert operations' are well-known. Less: ..
I well-known, and of equally sobering magnitude, are the successes,
' I “The C.I.A., for example, played a key part in the ousting of the: : L _
, . o | Mossadegh regime in Tran in 1953, paving the way for eventualt L ) Kol
. _ . " reform of the pro-Western government of the Shah. Both British; v
: " ' 'and American vital interests had been threatened by the capricious| & - IR

Mossadegh policies, the muajor threat being to Britain's necessaryf R .
; ‘ ' l supply of oil. The successful coup which unseated Mossadegh was : . i\
i ) _ ot C of great benefit to the United States and the West. P g
- 1 The following year the virulently anti-American Arbenz rpglme! N

- in Guatemala was overthrown. The C.,1.A. was widely believed tol RIS '
. i have engineered the coup. But for the success of that coup, Soviet-: - b I

C;- o . directed communism in Latin America would presumably be far R S
o ' . more deeply entrenchcd than it is today b . I ol
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Each of these episodes demonstrates, for good or ill, the explosive
nature of the C.ILA.'s operational involvement in international poli-
tics. It is not at all improbable that it will be similarly involved in.

- the future, The cold war will be with us for a very long time; so0 .
. i will the C.I.A. Accordingly, our democratic government, unused to
\ ¢ aeerecy, bas within it an immensely powerful and extremely expen-
give sceret organization, for the past few years housed in a very '
large permanent building on the banks of the Potomac. That build-"
ing represents the institutionalization of the C.1.A. in the govern-’
ment establishment. More exactly, it marks its positive elevation in
status, always important in government., And yet there is no effec-
tive check on its activities now. And there wau none in 1961,
; Few can deny the actual and potential power of the C.LA., how-
: v B - ever carcfully it may be held in check by the skillful men who run
! ’ ¢ it. Ours is supposed to be a government of laws, not of men. At!
: "t gtake are questions of war and peace, as the two Cuban crises so -
¢ clearly demonstrated. All of us at that time took a look into the
i atomic pit. Decisions can be made at such times and actions taken
i about which the public is totally in the dark. So be it. As much as
| we may abhor government by secreey, as much as it threatens
i fundamental liberties, we must understand its limited and necessary
}. application in particular circumstances of hot or eold war. Never-
. theless, crucial decisions are made for us and in our name of which
we know nothing., And all too often secrecy which is necessary !
i breeds secrecy which igs unneccssary, at which point the danger:
becomes nothing less than a threat to democyatic institutions, a '
_ _ ! marginal one at the outset, but potentially a most serious one. B
(“\, : C ; ~ The Bay of Pigs fiasco occurred despite cfforts by Secretary of
Mo’ - 'State Christian Herter and C.IA. Director Allen Dulles to sort out’
: ~ the relations betwcen ihcir two agencies so that the making of
o R o fore:gn policy would be removed from the C.1LA., and the command
' DR SR ' of policy kept firmly in the hands of 'll‘lldeSﬂdOIS in the field at all
sl - times. The Herter-Dulley agreement was reaffirmed by Secretary -
. ) | ‘ . Rusk. More recently, following events in Vietnam during the Diem . .
o - FEEA i regime, the President found it necessary to reassert publicly his p
o L ! authority and that of the Secretary of State and the National Secur- /-
: T . * 1 ity Council over the Intelligence community. Collaterally the Secre-
g : CEe . "tary of State sought to assure the primacy of ambassadors in the
Lo _ oo 74 poliey area overseas.
Lo i Particular persons and particular situations may seem to define i , SR S
| problems of this sort. But it is also the case that, as long as both - j o
T the State Department and the C.I.A. are responsible for the collec- EaE
- tion of information, and—perhaps most important—as long as |
.1 G.LA. continues to be responsible for “special operations"—the
. support of anti-Communist elements and the fomenting of opposi-
"tion to hostile governments—ithe problem of integrating the Central .
; Intelligence Agency into our general foreign-policy apparatus will @ - _ S
-~ oo icontinue to grow in scope and potential danger. - P ' ER S
‘ ‘ : - sl 1 For a time the Maxwell Taylor committee, appointed by the Presi- =" - AP
- 1 < dent toinquire particularly into the Cuban question, appears to have | -
-7 | considered the possibilily of transferving the bulk of C.I.A.’s Special '
- Operations to the Defensc Department: But this solution would |
. have had the obvious disadvantage of ensuring that the uniformed - | .
- military-—and hence the authority and prestige of the U.8, govern- |
’ ) ‘ : ment~—would be identified with any pnramilitary operation a8 soon P
! O _ : . a8 it became 8 matter of pubhc knowledge ok S
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‘ In any event, it secms that the 'Taylor Committes has left routine
covert operations in the yands of the CILA, with control to be
transferred to the Pentagon owiy il a particular project becomes
"0 big as to warrant opru wmilitay participation. M. Hanson Bald-
win in The New York 7imes stained up {ho mudter thus!
“The general rule of Lhumb for the [uture is that the C.LA. will
/ not handle any primavily military operations, ox ones of such size
that they cannot be kept sceret. However, cach case will apparently
be judged on its merits; Lhere is no hard-and-fast formqla that will
put one operation under the C.1.4. and another under the Pentagon.”
° Now surely this is an avea in which neither hard-and-fast for-
" mulas nor organizational piymicks can solve the major dimcultiqs.
. Much depends on the particnlar situntions. The people who are in
. the most favorable position to gather information are sometimes the
" best equipped to enpage in clandestine political activities. But
. largely because the problem cludes organizational formulas, because
it is a problem to which there iy no simple solution, it must be
~ recognized as such and held in cheek as much as possible. Problems
. - unwatched and unattended tend to multiply.
o C.IA. is served by only one politically responsible officer: the
‘ Director himself. All olhers are career officials. In comparison, the
President keeps ultimate control in the Pentagon by his political
- power to appoint all the top civilian officers there. These officials -
are entrusted with clear political responsibility, for which there ia
* o parallel in the C.LA. -
' fThere are in fact questions repeatedly raised about the C.LA. Is -: -
‘. it wise, for example, Lo vely to the extent the C.I.A, seems to on |

T o the services of retired military officers? Ome would suppose that

' retired service officers, though almost always men of great ability,

would have an instinctive tendency to take a rather narrow, strictly R

“gperational” and “eflicient” vicw of the problems confronting them,

T hope I will not be misunderstood, C.LA. officials are among the |

most distinguished in the entire federal establishment, The leader- .

|- ship of the agency comprises men of great gifts and dedication— «

and I include the former military men in the agency. But reeruit- . Ce

ment of high-caliber men in large numbers is a problem in the fed-

eral government, especially in agencies whose work is international. °

, It is also fair to ask whether the C.I.A. should rely heavily on ‘ ‘

' ! the services of political refugees. It seems reasonable to suppose, . .
for example, that an exile from his homeland, especially one who has L
passionate convictions about the course of events there, may not be =

. the best person to assess these events. Again, I hope that I will not .
be misunderstood.’ I do not mean to impugn in the slightest the .
enormous amount of valuable work done by exiles and refugees in’ ‘;

" the C.I.LA. Without their help, as in the case of the ex-military f

, men, the organization simply eould not function as it should. Neither

"'\\ : - . do I mean to suggest that C.I.A, should be staffed with "soft-liners” |

S .1 or people who have had no personal experience with the countries
i in question. That would be absurd. But I do think that by every '
| recommendation of common sense we must be certain of the objec-
- tivity and breadth of our Intelligence. : ‘ g

i This raises the question of the structure of the Intelligence

{" community and of Intclligence evaluation—the question of how best

" to organize the interpreting of the enormous amount of material |, = &

i collected daily by all agencies of the Intelligence community. R

(\ - s The phrase “Intelligence community” embraces the numerous ,

v ' agencies within the executive branch which are concerned with .
" Intelligence collection and evaluation: the C.LA., the Defense Intel-
~ ligence Agency, the State Department’s Bureau of Intelligence and

: ' % Continuod
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Réscin‘ch, the Intelligence branched of the Armed Se_rvi.ccs, the
National Security Agency, the Atomic Energy Commission, apd
othars. The daily chore of coordinating and cmss-chcckim:. daily
Intelligence data 1s largely in the hands of {he Delense Inte.lhgex}w
Agency. The long-range estimates are prepared under the dn"ectmn _
of the Board of National Iisliranies, which presides as a k.md of
« general planning staff for the [nlellipence comn.mmity. Istimates
- prepared by this group are submilicd to o committes k?()wn as the -
. U.S. Intelligence Board., Vi the Doard of Estimatos 1'5 Fhe plan-j
! ning board for the community, the Intelligence Board ig its .board )
of directors. It is the final forum for the professional Intelhg'rence'
community; its judgments go Lo the National Security Co_uncll.
Two aspects of this system in parlicular are worth noting. 'I“he
first is the preeminence of the Central Intelligence Agcn.cy. A high
i C proportion of the Intellipence community's fact g'athermg is done ;
i . by C.ILA. The Board of National Eslimates functions as a gart of
' C.I.A. The chairman of the U.S. Intelligence Board is the Director ;
of the C.ILA, And the Intellipence community’s spokesman on th_e!
.. National Sccurity Council itself is that same C.I.A. Director. ;
' The second aspect worth noting is the duality of C.I.A.'s role:®
Under the National Security Act this agency is not only one par-:
+ ticipant in the Intelligence community; it is also the chief agency 7
. responsible for coordinating it. In other words, at many 1.)omts in’ ‘ )
the process of evaluation, C.I.A, is both player and umpire, both |
witness and judge. This ambiguity is implicit in the title of the
Director, who is formally nol the “Director of the Central Intelli--
gence Agency,” but simply “Direcctor of Central Intelligence.” _
The problem this raises is clear. Il is that the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, being not merely central bul deminant in the Intellli_-m
{ gence community, is in an extraordinavy position, so long as it is

- left unehecked to carry its special institutional tendencies into the |
i shaping of American foreign policy. - :

I believe that these difficultics of unchecked power in the Intelli~
K ‘ gence community can be alleviated only by the Congress, which has

" the Constitutional responsibility to oversee the functions of the b ;
executive branch on behalf of the American people. Therefore, I | . . . o
propose the establishment in the Congress of a Joint Committee on T
! Foreign Information and Intelligence. I propose that such a com-.
- mittee be constituted along the lines of the Joint Committee on , y S
Atomic Energy and that it have its own funds and staff. It should S s , e T
continuously inquire into our foreign information and Intelligence ' : I ron
programs, including: (1) the relations between the Central Intelli-
gence Agency and the State Department, especially overseas; (2)

the relations between Intelligence gathering on the one hand and |
‘8o-called Special Operations on the other; (3) the selection and.
.training of Intelligence personnel; and (4) the whole question of o :
Intelligence evaluation, ' eE
The proposal of a Joint Committee on T'oreign Intelligence is not : :
-new. In one form or another it has been introduced into the House !

Jin each of the last ten sessions, though it has not been debated on
‘the Floor. In the Senate, 8 bill to establish a Joint Committee, spon- |
sored by Senator Mansfield in 1956, was debated for two days on the -

:Floor of the Senate and defeated, . : "
: : { Nor is the proposal partisan. At time of writing, there are four-

(\\ ‘ 2 iteen Democratic and five Republican sponsors in. the House, In !
N :1969 resolutions were sponsored in the House by twelve Democrats | -

‘and five Republicans. In the Senate in 1956, members on both sides of |
:the aisle voted for Senator Mansfield’s resolution—including the then | .-
. i junior Senator from Massachusetts, the late President Kennedy. !
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1t is most often avpued agninst the establishment of a “watchdog”

committee that the scerecy of our Intelligence system would be

endangered, The arpument daes not stand up. No one denies that

the C.I.A. and the other Tntolligrence agencies must conduct a very

“high proportion of their worlk in scerety seercey is of the essence

in their work., But what is true of the Tntellipence community is

“also true in many other aveas of government—in the fields of atomie.

encrgy, weapons development, and, in some respects, foreign 1)o]icy.
But does this mean that Congress is to have no-effective authority

'in those areas? Of course it docs nol, for Congress hay such author-

ity. It has always asserted its right, indeed its Constitutional duty,

‘to oversee even the most sensilive areas of Government. And where’
‘matters of the highest scerecy bave been involved, Members of

* both Houses have shown thicruselves capable of exercising the utmost

restraint. This was never more clearly demonstrated than during
the Manhattan Project in Woild War 11, when members of the two

Appropriations of the Senate and FHounsge. Not oven the most experi-

_enced and security-conscious officials in the Intelligence community
. would deny these subcommittces-——had they time to apply for it—
access to the pertinent information that might enable them con-
" seientiously to provide the vast sums of money that arve requested
" year after year. But apparcntly the notion exists that if the whole
- " matter is kept on the lowest possible level of Congressional concern,

. secrecy will receive a higher degroe.of respect. There is no logie

in the notion. I should think just the opposite would be true.

“appropriations committecs wore kept apprised of work on the atom-
: ic bomb without breaking securily, Ihe record of the Joint Com- -
! mittee on Atomic Fnergy in this connection has been impeccable.

. Morcover, the C.I.LA. is cven now monitored, in theory, by four -
. small subcommittees of the committees on Armed Services and

i

. I find myself in even less sympathy with another argument e
" advanced frequently in discussions of this question—namely, that

the Intelligence community cxists solely to serve the President and )

¢ the National Security Council, and that therefore we in the Congress

. nature of the Intelligence function are, though unpersuasive, at -

. the Senate Foreign-Relations Committee has jurisdiction in this.
area despite their obvious interest in Intelligence matters.. This -

Approved For Releas 2@05/05/18 CIA RDPGG OO‘

have no right to exercise jurisdiction in the matter. But clearly the

executive and legislative branches of our government are not water- .

i
1
i
{ .
i
+

tight compartments separated by stecl bulkheads; the material -
i between them is flexible and porous. There are any number of

* . Congressional Committees which keep a watch over the executive
. agencies. And, as I have already said, it is not only their right to
- do s80; it is their duty under the Canstitution.

- These arguments concerning secrecy and the exclusively executive o

least consistent. But strangely enough, those who oppose the idea
of a Joint Committee insist as well that Congressional surveillance

is already more than hdcquatc. This contention was made by Allen 1
Dulles in his recent book and by President Kennedy in answer to a |

question at his October 9 press conference.

|
i
{
i

What, in fact, is the present extent of Congressional surveillance

over Intelligence activities? As mentioned, in both the House and
Senate the bodies responsible for oversceing the Intelligence com- " -

munity are subcommittees of the Appropriations and Armed Ser-
vices committees. Neither the House Foreign-Affairs Committee nor

might not matter were it not that the surveillance exercised by the' :

four existing subcomm:ttees is both cursory ‘and sporadxc.:
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At the time I introc o0 Cine rhusolntion proposing the Joint Com-
mittee and spoke on ¢ .- ooy of the House in favor of it, Congress-
man Walter Norblad of trepzon, the sccond-ranking Minority mem-
ber of the ITouse Commiltee on Armed Services, had this to say:

“Mr. Speaker, I want to associate myself with the gentleman’s

vemarks, I think we should have hnd o joint committee to monitor
the C.LA. when it was fivst established. T have had a little experi-
ence in the matter as 1 Member of the Committee on Armed Ser-
vices, Asg you may lkmow, we have a subecommiltee on the C.LA. I

was a member of thal committee for four years. We met annually— '

one time a year, for i period of {wo hours in which we accompligshed

“virtually nothing. I think s mroposal such as [ Mr, Lindsay has]

made is the answer to it because a part-time subcommittee of the |

Armed Services Committee, as [ say, which meets for just two

hours, one day a yeur, uccomplishes nothing whatsoever. I want to )

compliment the gentleman on his proposal.”

The reasons for the lack of adeguate check and examination are -

almost self~cvident: the members of the four subeommittees them-
selves, by definition, have relatively low status. But even had those

subcommittees both status and time, the difticulties involved in o

dividing jurisdietion among the Tour would, I thinlk, be insuperable.
It should be clear from what I have said that the bipartisan pro- ;
ponents of a Joint Commiltee on Foreign Information and Intelli- l
gence are fully aware that a high degree of secrecy is essential to ;
the workings of the Intelligence community. Neither T nor any !
legislator wishes to sec the legitimate secrcts of the Intelligence .
community reported in the press and on the air, Indeed, this scems
far more likely to occur under present conditions because the press, -
sometimes called “the fourth branch of the government,” may turn
out to be the only effective check on Intelligence activities—and that

.+ check could be dangerous as well as disruptive, But danger and
© disruption are certain if public confidence in the Intelligence estab-'.

 whose lives and liberties are profoundly involved in the Intelligence

lishment erodes. It is less likely if a body of the people’s represen- .
tatives, properly constituted and carefully chosen by the leadership °
of the two Iouses of Congress, romains continuously aware of the

activities of the Intelligence community. The performance of this :
function is nothing less than their duty to the Amecrican people,

activities of our government,.

Finally, I would observe that such a joint Congreséional Commit-| -

tee would perform a uscful, perhaps an indispensable, service. for |
the Intelligence community itself. There has been a tendency to

assign the burden of blame to the C.I.A. when some foreign under-

takings have gone bad or Tailed altogether,” Whether the blame hasi-

been justified—as in some cases it may have been—or whether

“unjustified, the liability 1o hlame is apparent, and the C.I.A., unlike
. other less inhibited agencics, can do little to defend itself. A joint . -
- committee could do much to maintain the record fairly, :

As the central government grows in size and power, and as the
Congress, like parliaments everywhere, tends to diminish in impor-
tance, the need for countervailing checks and balances becomes all !

-, the more important, The shaping and implementation by secret :

processes of some part of Torcign, policy is an extremely serious
matter in a free society. It cannot be shrugged off or stamped as .
an inescapable necessity because of the dangers of the time and
the threat from present enemicy of democracy. To do 8o is to deny -
our history and to gamble dangerously witli our future. There are .

- internal as well as oxternal dangers, Free political systems and

individual liberties can be swiftly undermined. Confidence in the
systems and liberties themseclves cun be lost even more swiftly, And
when that happens to a frec society, no foreign poliey, however well
conceived, will protect its highost interest, the continuation of"

BAQR0005-1;
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wASHINGTON: In all fairness.
! itis time somebody had a kind
j word to say for the poor old
4% Central Intelligence  Agency.

3

e 7/ Y The CIA is rather like the boy
s~ LT ”] in school who always gcts
P /1 slapped around becausc every-
Lo 4.1 body knows he won't hit back.
(A8 MeCone The Statc Departiment has
> slapped the CIA hard for “invading the policy-
- making ficld,” on the grounds thiat the agency
: bricfed some newspapermen on the sad state of
" {he Sovict cconomy. A lot of the press has also

been slapping the CIA around, and a few highly

respectable journals have even half-echoed the

Communist Worker's charge that Lec Harvey

Oswald, murderer of President Kennedy, went to

the Soviet Union in 1959 as a CIA hircling.

Former President Harry Truman has got in
his licks. “I never had any thought when [ set up
CIA,” he has written, “that it would be injected
into the peacetime cloak-and-dagger business.™
Scn. Eugence McCarthy, in an article recently
published in this magazine [Jan. 4-11], has
charged that the CIA is getting out of hand.
Neither the President nor the Congress, the
senator maintains, really controls the agency or
knows what it is up to.

Somebody certainly blundered when the CIA
held a mass press conference on the Sovict
cconomy, and let reporters name the agency as
their source. But with all due respect to a former
President and an able senator, the other charges
against CIA arc a lot of hogwash. Let us con-
sider them, in order,

First, Lee Harvey Oswald never at any time
had any conncction whatever with CIA, al-
though suspicions on that score are perhaps
natural in view of the mystery surrounding Os-

. wald’s travels and his sourccs of income, The
_highest officials of the CIA are ready to so
testify—and indignantly—before the Warrcn
Commission investigating the murder. “kf any-
body in the CIA had hired so obvious a psy-
chotic,” says one of the greatest experts in the
intelligence business, “he should have been fired
on the spot.”

Second, the odd fact is that Harry S. Truman
himself put the CIA into the “peacetime cloak-
and-dagger business.,” The ClA's operational,
. or cloak-and-dagger, unit was established by
i president Truman’s National Security Council
tin the swnmer of 1948, after the Communists
grabbed Czechoslovakia. In the subsequent four
and a hall yecars, before President” Truman
sicpped down, certain highly effective sccret
operations were mounted with the President’s
full knowledge and approval.
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i Third, the notion that neither Congress nor
i the President controls the agency of knows what
Uit is doing is nonsense. The CIA is unquestion-
~ably the most supervised agency in the Govern-~
ment—dozens of people spend much of their
time breathing down its neck.

of Congress, headed by Representatives Carl
Vinson and Clarence Cannon and Senators
Richard Russell and Carl Hayden. These con-
gressional grandees are acutely jealous of con-
gressional prerogatives, and they are not about
to let any cxecutive agency, in Senator Mc-
Carthy's words, *“[dccide] for itself just how
much or how little Congrcss ought to know.”
" Neither CIA director John McCone nor his
predecessor, Allen Dulles, when meeting in
closed session, ever refused a candid answer to
any question. To citc one cxample, contrary to
the popular mythology, the four subcommittees
were thoroughly bricfed on the U-2 operation
virtually from its inception. "
By the same token, ever since Mr. Truman
cstablished the operational scction, every Presi-
. dent has been thoroughly informed of every
important sccret operation. And cvery President
' has had, and sometimes exercised, an absolute
veto power over any operation. When there have
been disputes on major policy matters between
the CIA and the Statc Department or the Penta-
gon, the last word in the argument has always
been the President’s. Again contrary to the pop-
ular mythology, President Eisenhower personally
authorized the U-2 flight which Khrushchev used
to break up the 1960 summit meeting.

Moreover, the President has plenty of help in
keeping an eyc on the agency. For example, a
blue-ribbon presidential board, headed by former
- White House counsel Clark Clifford, is charged

with continuous supervision of the agency. And

there arc all sorts of special committees, like that
“headed by Under Secretary of State Avercll
Harriman, with responsibility in the field of sub-
version and guerrilta warlare,

It is just plain silly, in short, to suppose that
the CIA is “a Jaw unto itsell,” The rcal danger
is that the CIA will become a vast cautious
bureaucracy, bound by the lowest common de-
nominator of timidity among its innumerable
supervisors. The CIA in any case spends less
. than a third of the money and *owns” less than

a quarter of the people in the intelligence busi-

ness. The Pentagon intelligenceé agencies, the

Defense lntelligence Agency and the National

Sceurity Agency, spend most of the money and
“own most of the people, but nobody seems
- interested in supervising then,

The neck-breathérs include four subcommitices




The NSA particularly could do with a bit of
supervision, It has a horrible security record.
Recent cases include a couple of homoscxuals.
who defected to the Soviet Union and spilled
all the beans: and an Army sergeant who col-
jected $50,000 from Russian agents for recally
important American secreis, and spent the loot
in the most conspicuous possible way on nis-
tresses, motor yachts and the like. Il the CIA
had been responsible for either case, there would
have been a hullabaloo to make the Alger Hiss
case seem tame, :

In fact, the CIA has not yet suffered a single
known defection or penctration, which is better
than par for the course. Certainly there are time-
servers in the agency, and certainly it has had its

business.™ It is virtually certain that parts of the
world now freec would be under Communist
control. 1t is absolutely certain that we would
disastrously lack the solid information on Sovict
missile-nuclear ¢apabilitics which we now have,
thanks to the ClA-created U-2 and reconnais-
~ -sance satellites. 1f Mr. Truman had not been
“ e wiser than he remembers being, we would be

IR today like the only blindfolded man in a murder-

ous game of blindman’s buff., :

A A L failures, in the Bay of Pigs and clsewhere. '
g i ‘,_.w'.,\‘ & But those who enjoy slapping the CIA around N 2

. : S —v.d'l',-é,(x;ﬁxd‘l‘ ‘ ought to ask themselves what might have hap- ]
e sl pened if Mr Truman had not been wise enough : {

to put CIA into “the peacetime cloak-and-dagger s

i
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EDITORIALS

Let’s Stop

Baiting the CIA

Last October a Central Iniclligence Agency man in
Saigon got his name in the papers, lost his cover and had to be
transferred. This-incident, together with an uneasy feeling that
the CIA was working at cross-purposes with the State Depart-
mient, precipitated a wave of criticisir both in the press and in
Congress. 1t was not the first such vave. The CIA has always

“ made many Americans uncomfortable because some of its

activities—such as covert operations—-are by nature contrary to

“the U.S. tradition of candor and nonintervention in interna-
. tional affairs. And-the CIA is peculiarly vulnerable to critics

because it cannot answer them without risking that very secrecy.

: +"Anyway, who likes spooks?

Senator Fugene McCarthy (D., Minn.) and Cong'r'é'ssmén _
John Lindsay (R.;N .Y,) are among the CIA’s new-wave critics,

- accusing it of being inadequately controfled and making its own:

foreign policy: *‘It ‘has taken on the character of an invisible
government answering only to itself,” says McCarthy. *“This -

must stop.” . . o

: E—.s the CIA in fact out of control? Senator Thomas Dodd 1
(D., Conn.), one of-its defenders, calls the charge “patently
ridiculous.” By statute, the CIA 1is arswerable to the National
Security Council and the President, hence it cannot “make its
own foreign® policy” but only exccute the President’s, if the

- President is on the job. Similarly, abroad: the CIA’s agents are
" responsible to our ambassadors and, as George Kennan testi-
- fied on his return from Belgrade, ““The authority of an ambas-
sador over official American persornel within his territory is -

. just about whatever he wants to make it . . . they have to re- .
- spect his authority if he insists.” ;

Moreover, the ClA is controlled by Congress as well, through ;)
three small but elite subcommittees—one in the Senate, two in
the House. Members testify that CIA Director McCone or his’

~ deputies report regularly and frankly to them. But critics claim

this is inadequate and demand a new joint Senate-House watch-
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dog committee, similar to the one that keeps tabs on the secret-
laden Atomic Energy Commission. This watchdog proposal was
thoroughiy debated in 1956 and tuvaed down by the Scnate,
59-27. Although the then Senator John F. Kennedy voted with
the minority, as President he opposed any added scrutiny of
the CIA, as had Eisenhower. The arguments today are much -
the same as in 1956, and in our opinion a vote would—and
should—turn out about the same. As [Dodd says, the watchdog
committee idea is a mechanical question of ‘“‘third-rate impor- -
tance.” Even with the watchdog comrmittee, nonmember.con- .
gressmen would still be largely in the dark about some ClA ac-
tivities, and would therefore have just as much reason to beef |
about its secrecy as they do now. :
i ~ *“*Khrushchev knows more about the CIA than [ do,” com- =
‘ plained a California congressraan. 50 what? He knows a lot
less than he would if Congress knew more. ,
The CIA has had its successes and its failures in support of
* U.8. foreign policy, among the former being its role in the over- |
throw of Mossadegh in Iran and of the Arbenz regime in Guate-
“mala a decade ago. Its reputation still suffers from the Bay of °
. Pigs fiasco. Yet the plan the ClA authored—a beachhead foran

) ' exile Cuban government that could be supported militarily—
S _looks pretty good in retrospect. The blame for its calamitous
. execution must be shared by the- CiA and the Pentagon, the
State Department and the White House. In any case we shall
- need the capability for that kind of clandestine operation so long
. as the Communists continue to set the pace for it. :
- Even more will we continue to nzed what constitutes most
. of the CIA’s job—the collection and cvaluation of intelligence, :
some secret and some not. That kind of evaluated knowledge,;
. though it cannot be measured or priced, is power. The CIA puts
" this power at the disposal of the U.S. government. Although no "
organ of government can or should be exempt from public scru-
tiny in a democracy, an agency like the CIA can at least ask
that such secrecy as is essential to its function be respected and’
that its contributions to our security be weighed in the same
scale ‘as ‘its indispensable (if unpopuiar) immunities. By that
scale, in our judgment, the CIA to date deserves the confidence :
of the nation. -~ - T e e

RSSO R AT

C‘MAR 6 1954
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r " SLIGHT ATTRITION

Lo » n g \ * | The list is. very much a}'xve.l
o ) e C r@ : l s Drath and attrition have cx-‘
Vo . ) . . acted only ‘a small toll on b

i T : TR
! : BT P AT

l The original, on white bond
paper, and two copics onl
taded onionskin, are in safe-

ikeeping  in the Washington,

{ierves the original,
copics are each in a different
place. . i '

. Tney are a testament to tha
foresight and sense of fore-
'boding which led Mr. McLeod
n-turn them over to trusted

ecurity R

‘ I N - Ifriends in the Spring of 1957 <

7 ’ _ P . LA ‘

By GUY RICHARDS 1" MEMORABLL SCENE A
Copyright 1964 by N. Y. Journal-American " | The occasion Was memor :

=

There is a list of 847 grave security risks in /¢ informal, gu. The soett

! . ‘was lu s private office i
the State Department. : ‘downlewn Washington.-

: ; b s A s D A
It includes the names of pro-Reds, pinks, "0 43-year-old, crewclt,  — qoopp MCLEOD
homosexuals. alcoholi d tos . bespectacled Iowa-born official. - * : '
: 3 5, cs, sex degenerates and & gowly and meaningfully waved List of Risks Lives On

score of well-behaved and well-disciplined inalthe hefty handful of docd . — o e
k 24801 1 “be a serious under-statement.

‘dividuals sus ‘e hrofessi o ‘uments tp front of him. Then.
s suspected of being pl‘Of_GSSlQHal_ qu- ’ . The onrush of events made

| n 3
: 3 ot Mr. McLend,: a squsrcsshould-"
mur"St agents' - :i.Cl'éd ) f()rmr_vr, Gr]nncu Collegg%‘the timing of the McLeod heirs

The last are the hard-core Reds.’ .. , football, player sald: - almost inevitable. ,
Many of the others are believed to be 'the:agents’f;‘f HSome day these pages. may; .Only this week State removed
stopges or dupes. <L L thespl grent ir‘rmm-itnncc."": “i'the last 'six members of Mr.
.~ This veritable soclal register .of stubversives and’ ‘Some day' they may prove McLood's investigation-and-
‘incligibles is a legacy from the grave of the late Scott ha not everyone in this na- ‘evaluation team ‘from security
McLeod. o DT AT T tienal capital was aslécp. Keep to another bureau. With Otto
For four years before he was app . : ‘them in separate places. Then iOtepka already hooted out of
(boss of the State Department’s Bureau of Security and A o pwo of us. complote erasire of all traces
Consular Affairs. i of Security and, Yeu or T can decide when of ‘the scent of the tough Mc~;

! After- Mr, McLeod  left ‘fﬂl'l-(.hr_‘y ought to-be taken oul and Leod, . ]

Mr. McLeod was a former|Dublin in July, 195%, different|shawn to the right people.” . Mr. McLeod died of a-heart.
FBI agent. He and a crack spokesmen ~for State _eitherl - That, time has come, in_the atiack, at the age of 47, on Nov.
team of investigators and vlaimed there “never was such opinion of the heirs-of thejy, 1961, in Concord, N. H.
evaluators winnowed out/® Mst” er that “Mr MoLeod legacy. Two other time-squeczes are
the 847 cases from all the must ‘haye kept'it to }}imﬁ"“ . News that McLeod's “List ofjpressing on the helrs of the
lunfounded or crackpot-type and taken it with him”.  ° Questionables” had heen pre- McLeod legacy. One is coming
Both verslons .~&tc WrOng,|gerved intact was privately cif-/from the direction of the two

of derogatory information . . - ; .
in the department’s files. this repox@ntc? oan. revea};, t0- culated yesterday on Capitolimost famous recent defectors,

The residue was f ros’ter- ;-’.ay:';;.,‘i..z." RN e B o e ’lﬂ“'fo members Qf a few an.l.ifrom the Sovict Secret POHCB,}
.+ of questiqmables. g ) :gressional committees. To: re=Yurl I. Nossenko and Lt. Col.
. ‘ L eadal T Q.»..f..;;:m,&p ot s ) Jmﬂ ’rhnt i." (:ﬂllBQd a lﬁL‘Z"L‘“d‘LMich&l »Golenlewskl.‘
' ' : Continued
‘ J
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UNDER TIGHT WRAPS |
Both are tightly under the
wing of the Central Intelligence; The Security officer in our
Agency, a part of the executlve ympassy af Moscow fell un-
‘der the spell of a pretty wo-
Both have been reliably re'!‘man IEGIL; agent.. %he lured

ported to the McLeod heirs as tment equipped
-having come up with the names him fo an apart Sy

of trallorous Americans, some

branch. . : ‘

of whom were put on the Mec-

‘Leod list seven, eight or nine

.years ago. .

Convergence of all lists -on

"the same culprits could bring

‘@ devastating blow and an

antiseptic cleanup to Secretary
-of State Rusk’s department,

, POLITICAL SQUEEZR

i 'The other time-squeeze is on

‘ the paolitical front. The nation-

_al conventions and the Presi-
dential campaign are just

-around the corner, Already two

bottom probe of State. Several
“Congresslanal committees are

Mr. McLeod’s heirs say it’s
to avoid having the issue be-
come a political foothall that

they hope to bring Democrats|

and Republicans together in

the national interest to act now |

in a clean-up of State..

They point out it is only if

they fail now that all the lever-
age would go to the Republi-
cans in the upcoming, highly
political, Summer and Fall.
Then—and only then—

would the issue become a po-|

litieal football.
One of the onionskin coples:
of McLeod’s “List of question-|
ables,” this reporter is able 1o
to testify,” has been kept up-
dated over the years.
Where death or -retirement
or expulsion or” other causes
have rendered a name void of

. Case of the
" Security Officer -

voice put on a sound-track.
+ Russians

icluded one

any further interest, it hds
gither been scratched or new
notes added,

The owner of this- partipu-
lar copy has conferred with me,
He is not in the State Dept.
Since the latter’s “Blographi-
cal Register” is several months
from its last printing, it is not
clear to him, he said, about the
present statug- of all the 84%
names. - - o
| Here are some of the more
‘interesting cases : from - those
;onionskin sheets: A

FE s

)

3 " .-
EX |
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tion in a -

eniry,
" _Apparently

present status is unclear.

Case of the
Bisexual Swain

president of his country.

is unknown,

ities to save him,

Case of the’
Budapest Carouser -

with a hidden camera and rec-
ording device. He -was photo-
graphed, in the nude and his

approached him
with their evidence and tried
to make a spy out of him, In,
this they failed. But Whatipnore than slightly involved in
floored him and his superiorsiine case of “E 8. a diplomat
was the long dossier on his per-itound to have been spying for
sonal history which the Rus-
'sians recited to him, It in-
long-before and
almost innecent incident when
he ‘got into a minor alterca-
Washington night
‘hills have been introduced in club, an incident which never
Congress calling for & top-to- even became a police blotter

the Russians had
in-or planning to get in the act. him tabbed for years as & great
blackmail prospect. He was
transferred from Moscow. His

A §enior foreign service of-
ficer in Mexico City conducted
such a torrid ‘affair with the
wife of a French Diplomat that
it became the subject_of of~
ficial protest through chan-
nels. The officer was censured.

Not many months later, in a
different city, he was found
involved in an equally tforrid
affair with a South American
statesman ‘a man who only re-~
cently completed his tour as

The American was asked io
resign but he demurred. He)

its own woman agents to his
table, Often one would be
seen taking him gingerly in
tow and bleary-eyed.

One night, completely in the
nude he slaggered out en a
street near the Duna. A photo-
erapher was there, It become!
a police incident requirinsg
diplomatic intercession. - Pres-:
ent status unclear, o

Old Warsaw
Hand

A Toreign service officer was

the Russians for 18 years.

“g, S8.” was made to resign
from his post in Warsaw. But
the second man, involved in the
same case, was simply trans-
ferred to a post in Canada. He
is there now, ruling on visas of
Canadians and Europoans
wishing to ecome to the U. 8,

Buenos Aires 1
Questionablé '

A high official in our embas-
sy in Buenos Aires—and there
right now—has a record of,
Communist affiliation going
back 20 years.

Hong Kong
Envoy

A Congressman, a writer and
s Catholic priest are all on
record a5 reporting—in re-
sponse to inquirles—that a
senior foreign service officer
recently stationed in Hong
Kong is a practicing homo-
sexual and an embarrassing
nuisance to the country he
represents,

finitum, '

8o goes the list, ad in-

It also records the findings

claimed that few U.S, diplomats,

had as manhy strong bonds In
the international set as he. It
at  this - date,
whether the American has re-
signed or whether he appealed !
successfully to higher author-

- A high forelgn service officer
in Budapest, Hungary, had an|
insatiable taste for liquor and
girls at the fashional Dunaj
Bar, . KCGB . deployed some of

of ‘Mr. McLeod that the de-
partment long had been a
favored sanctuary for male sex
deviates of all sorts, dating
back to the days when 'many;

principal officers of the de-
partment were notorious homo-
sexuals, and thus especlally
sensitive to Red blackmalil, Mr.
Mcleod’s regime obtained the
‘resignation.. of ~ nearly 900
homosexuals, : -

But the ﬁ‘)gssessqrs "of the
list_.als0. bellgve thaf the de

'subpoena
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partment has an overwhelm-
ing majority of talented and
dedicated Americans and that,
they, as well as theilr country-
men, would benefit if the Iong=
forestalled cleansing of St-ate;
could be rushed to-completion.

_After all, they point out, 847—

minus the attrition figure—
represents only about 6 per cent
of the 7,000 employes in Wash~

ington, and 7,000 foreign service
workers abroad, -or grand total -
of 14,000, who are subject to the
department’s security screem. .
They feel it is high time for}
all concerned that the Ques-
tionables be given thelr day in
court and then—if they think
it—a fast escort to the exit door,
That means the Questionables
List would make an excellent
list for Congress.
Start, ' say, with the names
which happen to be those also
picked out for signal honors by

. . A leniewski!
SMALL PERCENTAGE Nossenko and Goleniewski!

Or won't the executive branch,
ever let anyone else know who -

-
? p-— TS

the defectors named?’ . .. 3
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" scant attention.

It's the astute Russian
-scheme to make us use our
own weaknesses to destroy
ourselves.

1's a sort of do-it-yourself
destruction kit, lovingly
wrapped and packaged in the
‘Kremlin and cmbossed with
a slogan ihat's surefire in
{he American markei: Abso-.
lutely no cifort for -you—
just snip the ribbon!" ’

55w P "
DV eaknosses That
Filameh Jo Wotn T
Hosh is Heir To

The scheme is far less costly
than any military invasion of
the United States.

The tip-off comes from the

gallery of Americans which .

the Sovict Sccret Police re-
cently pressed mto service as
spics.

Venality, homosexuality. al-

B By GUY RIC

In our Cold War face-off with the Soviel Union, 50 :
much attention is devoted to the Rcds‘ army, navy and’
nuclear strength that thelr best hidden play is getting -

MAR 21 1964

ARD%

strike back at persecutors’

real or imaginary—traces of .

t

them all can be found in
the ready responses ¢/ ameri-

can dupes to the bait the
Russians used to win them !

over.

The -import goes far be-

espionage raéket.
There are broad hinls com-

. ing {rom many other direc»

“was a sound theory in the
< early days of World War I.

but history proved they
“miscaleulated.

They and thelr Axis allies

~thanght the theprv, had even,
[ greater- validity in:the early |

coholism, self-pity, wounded  days of World War II but

 pride, obsession with scx, o -,
sense of racial Infericrity, a’;
fear of blackmail, an urge to

once more it was a .niscal~
culation. -
The Chinese Reds were.
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* leving thiatl the total drift of

- towards
; dirvection
‘ Amecricans

the American people niay be .
the same gceneral.
taken by ihe
who turned to!

& spying?

- JFor Nelson Dxummond thc

© old Navy man, it started out i

even..surer of, it in 1050, as-,;

“far as it applied to Kovea, | -
but this time the miscalcula-
tion was by no means as”

arcat as the others.

_and. United Natjons-imposed,
bomblines, we scttled for

X limi 2 ud-
yond the narrow circle of the . limited objectives and mud

tions that the Reds plan to .

bury us by using the same
kind of bait on a much more
massive but subtle scale on
the thcory that our com-

fall for it. .
Could they ke right?

© munists,

The.Germans_thought this <

cpcd agreements. ) :

In the cases of Castro‘sl
.Cuba, South Viet Nam, and ‘
Panama, the fuzz s getting |
thicker than thistledowns in ‘
August as to how much firm ;
resolve we intend to put g

.behind any clearly defined | -

posite national character will goals whatsoever.

Who could blame the COm-‘i
then,  cither in,
Peking or Moscow, for be- |

.ﬂ/xfoﬁaow

4 CANADA

STRTES

crpeopere gy HadRegenls,
1
l-, P gl}‘l

E J-\AA T SRS
the spols where Soviet Secret Police

a'enu have succ&g‘sfullly

They mark

nld Is

" Dbait hefore potcxm..l Amcumn Te-
‘ cmlts. "bhased on he latter's lmown

uCS.

With | !
! spiked guns, sheathed swords, |

L
L

a
L4
4;‘
Bl

t

" with liquor and an incurable
i, taste for the fleshpots.

For Sgt. Jack LK. Dunlap,
the. old Army man, it was-
- pretty much the same thing.-

or Irwin C. Scarbeck, the,
diplomat in our Warsaw Hm-"
bassy, & man with a wifz and?®
clrildren, it was an uncone
__trollable susceptibility to the'

(

: hauntlng voice and figure of .

i

i
x
|
i
(
1

1
i

i

]

|
I
¥
t
i
}
\

N
[
'

dark-eyed Urszula stchex.
22. ) '
For the two defectors from
the National Securlty Agency -
~Bernon F. Mitchell ‘and
Wnllams H. Martin—it was-
thet puzzling malaise - of
modern sogiety, homosexual- |
Aty

. Susceptinilities Are .:

Vaiied and Many

For the American service- '
men who were gathered into *
the wvortex of that perfumed
Tohacco Road presided over '

. by Christine Keeler and .her

friends In London, and
waiched closely by the Soviet ;
Union's Capt, Bugene Ivanov,
it “’l s another American vice
whith can prove as pexuom
as any--sheer naivete.

Put them all together, and |
whirl them around as the

+ - planners in Moscow, Peking, !

and Havana are constantly:

- . doing. Do vou get a blend of

1
!

national character which s

Continued
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steadily deferioraling o‘xf’
i trails Dlazed by our turne
. coats? , o
Apparently the Reds think-
" -s0 and are betting their fors.
eign policy on it.
~ Weather they ave right or,
©wrong will prove to be the
i riddle of our lifetime.
It's a riddle which can
never be resolved without.
. taking note that in our stand
i against the Communlsts,
. two worlds, cach with a split’
.- personality, are arrayed’
. against cach other. .
. The Russians are basically’
. Puritans who, on hehalf of’
* their country, will stoop to
© the nastiest forms of de-
. pravity to enlist spies bent on
our obstruction,
. The Americans are basically
sclf-indulgent, pleasure-love
ing. people, who will rise to
the greatest heights of brave
ery and sacrifice when we
- know we are threatened.
; Oliviously, then, it's going
. to be much easiér to lick us
. when we don't know, '
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~ WHAT WASN'T SAID g '

Editor, the Press and Enterprise: (;. A

5. It was. very interesting to read the- .
; [tem which appeared on.the front page:
“of The Press on Wednesday, Febh. 19:¢ _ e S '
«‘Mrs. Oswald insists son in- CIA em-wf ) . .
p]oy ” What made the item ¢Va¥™more. 5 . ] Sy
mtelectmg was what it did NOT say. ?

© According to the news item, Mrs.: o
Malguerlte Oswald, the mother of the
i accused assassin of President Ken-ZJI-
f nedy, is now on a cross-country speak-
jng tour and made the.claim that" her ]
i ‘son was somehow in the employ of the
" .Central Intelhgen(,-e Agency at a meei- ;3
; tmg held in' Town 'Hall, New York. '
i What's so interesting about that" n'
P The news item. stated that the meetmg
.. was sponsored by the publication, Na-
Of .tional - Guardian Progressive New€ 4
t Weeklv : }

- Now for the punch line. I you will;
‘refer to the “Guide to Suybversive Or- 3
|‘ ganizations and Publications” prepared . 1.
.and released by the Committee on Un J

{ Amerlcan Actlvmes, ‘U.S. House of
t Representatives, Washington, D.C.;;
rdated Dec. 1, 1961, you will \flnd on
.. Page 193:
" NATIONAIL GUARDIAN: 1. “Estab
’ lished by the American Labor party 11‘13
1947 as a ‘progressive™ weekly, Al-
though it denies having any afflhatlon“;
* with the Commumst party, it has mam-5
‘fested itself ‘from" the beginning as a;
“virtual off1c1a1 propaganda arm of- So~ "y
viet Russia.”
. My questlon is this: If Lee HarvevJ
- Oswald was in the employ of the CI A—~ 4
. which no one in his right mind believes |
H—-—-then who is’ MI‘S‘ Oswa]fd workmg
for" 3 o pd

/,,r"‘
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The Dangerous Game of Baiting the CIA

SPEECH
oF

HON. THOMAS J. DODD

OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Monday, February 17, 1964

Mr, DODD. Madam President, I have
been disturbed, as I am sure many of my
colleagues have been, by the virtual epi-
demic of attacks on the Central Intelli-
gence Agency in recent months.

Some of these attacks have clearly
been the product of irresponsible and
speculative news reporting by men who
are more concerned with the headline
value of something that smacks of sen-
sation or scandal than they are with the
security of the country.

But there have also been attacks, or
sharp ecriticisms, by commentators of
national reputation who are generally
careful about their facts but who have
apparently been impressed by some of
the rumors and stories and inaccuracies
which seem to have become credible be-
cause they have been repeated so often.

There have also been attacks on the
CIA by distinguished Members of Con-
gress which seem to me exaggerated and
without foundation. These men are
friends of mine, whom I respect and who
are greatly respected by the country.
Their views are very influential and be-
cause of this I feel an obligation to make
reply to some criticisms which I feel are
unwarranted.

Baiting the CIA almost seems to have
achieved the stature of a popular na-
tional pastime.
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Tt is a highly dangerous pastime bhe-
cause the CIA is one of the essential ele-
ments of our security.

There is also something unbecoming
about the pastime, because the CIA can-

_not defend itself. Attacking the CIA,

indeed, is something like beating a man
who has his arms tied behind his back.
For reasons of national seeurity, the
Agency cannot confirm or deny pub-
lished reports, true or false, favorable or
unfavorable. It cannot alibi. It can-
not explain, It cannot answer even the
most outrageously inaccurate charges.

It was to this situation that President
Kennedy addressed himself when he
spoke to the CIA personnel at their head-
quarters in Langley, Va., on November
28, 1961.

Your successes are unheralded—

Said President Kennedy—

Your fallures are trumpeted. * * * But I
am sure you realize how important is your
work, how essential it is—and, in the long
sweep of history, how significant your efforts
will be judged. So I do want to express my
appreclation to you now, and I am confident
that in the future you will continue to merit
the appreelation of our country, as you have
in the past.

The charges that have been made
against the CIA in recent months are al-
most as numerous as they are sensa-
tional.

We have been told that the CIA has
been running wild, that it has been func-
tioning without control or supervision
either by Congress or the administration,

t it has been making foreign policy.



The CIA has been crifieized for, the U-2
overflight.

It has been blamed for the Bay of
Pigs disaster.

And it has even been criticized for the
anti-Mossadegh coup In Iran and for the
overthrow of the pro-Communist Arbenz
government in Guatemala.

Whether the critics realize it or not,
these charges also constitute an attack
on the wisdom and integrity of both
President Eisenhower and President
Kennedy. It is tantamount to accusing
them of passively allowing an executive
agency to function without control or
supervision, and to make foreign policy—
in other words, to usurp the President’s
own authority. This is patently ridicu-
lous. Neither President would ever have
permitted such a thing.

I propose to say a few words abaut
some of these charges.

I feel that I am in & position to do so,
because In the course of my travels
around Europe, Asia, and Africa, I have
come to know many of the CIA's fleld
representatives, and, from long conver-
sations with them, I have some appreci-
ation, I belleve, of the work they do. In
eddition, I know something of the head-
quarters operation bhecause senior offi-
cers of the Agency have on a number of
occasions appeared before the Senate
Subcommittee on Internal Security and
have given testimony of vital signifi-
cance.

If the overall quality of an agency may
be judged from the quality of the men
who compose it, then the CIA would have
to be given a triple A rating. I have
never encountered in any Government
agency a body ol men whose ability and
dedication impressed me more.

Perhaps the most popular charge di-
rected against the CIA is that it operates
completely without congressional over-
sight or supervision, It is this charge
that has given rise to the clamor for a
congressional watchdog committee,

723-476—923122
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This charge is totally and demon-
sirably untrue. Indeed, the CIA is prob-
ably one of the most supervised agencies
in the Government.

In both the House and Senate there are
special subcommittees of the Armed
Services Committee and of the Appro-
priations Committee that oversee the
activities of CIA.

In the House these subcommitiees are
headed by Representatives CarL VINSON
and CLARENCE CaNNoN; in the Senate
they are headed by Senator RusseLt and
SENATOR HAYDEN. These men are among
the most knowledgeable and conscien-
tious legislators our Natlon has pro-
duced; and I, for one, am willing to abide
by their judgment on matters which, for
reasons of security, cannot be revealed to
all Members of Congress.

The Director of the CIA and the chair-
man of the House and Senate subcom-
mittees have frequent meetings during
the course of the year. The subcom-
mittees are advised and fully informed
of special or unususl actlvities. They
are also informed upon the receipt of
significant intelligence.

In 1963, the Director of Central Intel-
ligence or his deputy, Gen. Marshall S.
Carter, appeared before congressional
committees on some 30 occasions. In
addition to briefings of the CIA subcom-
mittees in the House and Senate, these
appearances Included briefings on sub-
Jects of special interest to the Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy, the Forelgn
Affairs and Foreign Relations Commit-
tees, the Senate Preparedness Subcom-
mittee, and other committees.

I recall the clamor that immediately
arose when our U-2 plane was shot down
over Soviet territory in May of 1960.
Many people jumped to the conclusioh
that the CIA had been operating on its
own, without the authorization of Presi-
dent or Congress. The U-2 flights were
charged with endangering the security of
the Nation, when, in fact, they had de-
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fenided us against the possibility of & sur-
prise missile atback.

President Eisenhower put an end to
the speculation about the lack of Execu-
tive authorization by informing the
press that he had personally approved
the U-2 program. Unfortunately, it did
not receive quite as much attention when
Representative CanrNon.on May 10 rose to
inform the House that the House sub-
committee was fully apprised of the proj-
ect, had approved it, and had recom-
mended the funds for it,

Let me quote his words on that occa-
sion, because I think they constitute an
adequate response to all those who, in
ignorance of the facts, still charge that
the CIA operates without congressional
supervision,

This is what Representative CaNNON
said:

The plane was on an esplonage mission
authorized end supported by money pro-
vided under an appropriation recommended
by the House Committee on Appropriations
and passed by the Congress.

Although the Members of the House have
not generally been informed on the subject,
the mission was one of a serles and part of
an established program with which the sub-
committee in charge of the appropriation
was familiar, and of which it had been fully
apprised during this and previous sesslons,

The appropriation and the activity had
been approved and recommended by the Bu~
reau of the Budget and, like all military
expenditures and operations, was under the
aegis of the Commander in Chief of the
Armed Forces of the United States, for whomn
all members of the subcommittee have the
highest regard and in whose military capac-
ity they have the utmost confidence.

It seems to me that what some Mem-
bers of Congress have been complaining
about in advocating a joint congressional
watchdog committee is that they have
been unaware of certain activities con-
duettd by the CIA. But the informa-
tion gathered by CIA and the activities
conducted by it must, of necessity, be
confined to a careful selected and re-

728476
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_ stricted committee.

If this information
were made available to all Members of
Congress, the security essential for na-
tional defense would cease to exist.

The Members of Congress are all trust-
worthy: but a secret ceases to be a secret
when it is shared by more than 500
people.

Even if a joint congressional watchdog
committee were established, it would
have to observe the same rules of secrecy
that today govern the activities of the
House and Senate subcommittee; and
those Members of Congress who today
complain that they do not know what
the CIA is doing, would still find that
they know precious little about if.
Which, I may say, is the way things
ought to be.

Whether or not a joint committee of
Congress could more effectively supervise
the activities of the CIA than the House
and Senate subcommittee now in exist-
ence is a purely mechanical question
which I frankly consider to be of a third-
rate importance. This proposal appears
to be based on the false assumption that
the CIA has engaged in unauthorized ac-
tivities. It also casts doubt upon the
competence and dedication of the distin-
guished Members of the House and Sen-
ate who now serve on the two subcom-
mittees.

As for the oft-repeated charge that
even the President does not know what
the CIA is doing, let me guote a few para-
graphs from the National Security Act
of 1947, under which the Central Intelli-
gence Agency was established:

There is hereby established under the Na-
tional S8ecurity Council a Central Intelligence
Agency with a Director of Central Intelli-
gence, who shall be the head thereof.

The National Security Act further pro-
vides in section 102(d) :

For the purpose of coordinating the in-
telligence activities of the several Govern-
ment departments and agencies in the in-
terest of natlonal security, ‘it shall be the



duty of the Agency, under the direction of
the National S8ecurity Councll—

(1) to advise the Natfonal Security Coun-
cil In matters concerning such intelligence
activities of the Government departments
and agencles as relate to national security;

(2} to make recommendations to the Na-
tional Security Council for the coordination
of such intelligence activities of the depart-
ments and agencles of the Government as
relate to the national security;

(8} to correlate and evaluate intelligence
relating to the national security * * *;

(4) to perform, for the benefit of the exist-
ing intelligence agencles, such additional
services of cornmon concern as the National
Becurity Council determines can be more
efficlently accomplished centrally;

(6) to perform such other functions and
dutles related to Intelligence affecting the
national security as the National Becurity
Couneil may from time to time direct.

The text of any piece of legislation
makes dry reading, but I have gone to
the trouble of reading these paragraphs
of the National Security Act for the rec-
ord because they repeatedly make it clear
that the CIA functions under the direc-
tion of the National Security Councll,
and as an arm of the National Security
Councll,

They also make it abundantly clear
that the CIA was to have dutles broader
than the simple gathering of intelligence
data, operating under the direction of
the National Security Council.

The wording of the National Security
Act was a reflection of the growing rec-
ognition that we cannot compete with
communism Iif we confine ourselves to
orthodox diplomacy and orthodox intel-
lgence collection,

Over and over and over again, it has
been demonstrated that a handful of
trained Communists can seize control of
& trade union or a student federation,
or for that matter, of a country. The
fact that the overwhelming majority of
the people are non-Communists or anti-
Communists has, in most such situations,
not serlously impeded them because the

723-476—92133
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opposition generally lacks organization,
lacks know-how, lacks discipline, lacks
funds.

In every country that has been taken
over by the Communists or that has
been menaced by Communist takeover,
there have always been men of under-
standing and of courage who are pre-
pared to risk their lives for freedom.
There have been situations, and there
will, I am certain, be situations in the
tuture, in which some sound advice plus
some limited assistance in the form of
funds, or even arms, may msake the
difference between victory or defeat for
the forces of freedom.

If we are not prepared to give this as-
sistance to those who share our beliefs,
then we might as well run up the flag
of surrender today: because it can be
predicted es a certainty that the Com-
munists wiil move without serious op-
position from one triumph to another.

I do not propose to draw up a score-
card of CIA victorles and CIA defeats.
I do not know for certain whether they
played any role in the uprising that over-
threw the pro-Communist government
of President Arbenz in Guatemasla.
Nor do I know whether the Agency was
In any way connected with the over-
throw of the lunatic Mossadegh regime
in Iran in 1953. But I would like to
discuss these two events because I con-
sider them to be outstanding examples of
the kind of perilous situation I have just
described,

In the case of Guatemala, the Arbenz
government, which had been elected on
a nationalist and reform program, was
moving, in & manner later to be emulated
by Castro, toward the complete com-
munization of the country. As the gov-
ernment introduced more radical meas-
ures, it lost its hold over the people and
over the armed forces. But the rexime
would not have toppled had it not been
for the courageous action of & hand-
ful of patriots under Col. Castillo Armas,
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who invaded Guatemala from Honduras
in 1954. ’ _ :

When this small band of determined
patriots established themselves on Gua-
temalan.soil, the Arbenz regime collapsed
like a house of cards. Hardly a shot was
fired in its defense, so completely with-
out support was it among the people
and among the Guatemalan armed
forces.

A similar situation existed in TIran
under Mossadegh in 1953. Mossadegh
had come to power as & Nationalist.
But his nationalism was of the lunatic
variety that was prepared to give carte
blanche to the Communists in return for
their support. Had ‘he remained in
power another year, it Is probable that
today Iran would be on the other side
of the Iron Curtain.

In August 1953, mass demonstrations
against the Mossadegh regime erupted
in Teheran, Within 48 hours, the re-
gime had been swept out of power, the
Communist Tudeh Party had been
crushed, and wildly cheering throngs
hailed the return of the young Shah to
his throne.

If the CIA did have a role to play in
Guatemala and Iran, then it played its
role successfully. It inflicted two great
defeats on the Communists and thereby
saved two vital countries from slipping
into the Communist orbit. Is this some~
thing we should apologize for? No, on
the contrary, it is something of which
every Amerlcan should be proud.

There are some people who would have
us place an absclute prohibition on any
form of assistance to the forces of free-
dom in other countries in the name of
“nonintervention.”

Some of these are of the absolute paci-
fist variety, who would rather let the
Communists take over the world than
fight against them.

Others are muddleheaded moralists,
who might be willing to fight if thelr
own country were threatened by a Com-
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munist takeover, who are brepared t0
admit that the Communists engage in
massive subversive activities of every
kind, but who, for some strange reason,
consider it wrong for the United States
to do anything about it.

At least a few of the critlcs- of the
CIA’s operations are unquestionably fel-
low travelers and Communists.

What is most damaging and most per-
plexing, however, is the criticlsm that
comes from Members of Congress who
are staunch anti-Communists, who do
not believe that the TUnited States
should stand by, Indifferent and supine,
while the Communists proceed to take
over in other countries, but who, never-
theless, argue that the CIA should not
have an operational function. They say
that if the United States is to conduct
operations designed to meet the Soviet
subversive threat, this should be done by
a separate agency. :

Once the need for clandestine opera~
tions is conceded, I frankly do not see the
importance of the argument that they
should be conducted by a separate
agency. In either case, the United States
would still be involved in the business
of covert operations which so disturbs
the ultramoralist critics of the CIA.
From a strictly practical standpoint,
moreover, I believe that grave harm
would be done by separating the conduect
of clandestine operations from the care-
ful processing of intelligence which must
govern such operations.

It may disturb some people, but I think
it can be stated as a certainty that many
countries that remain free today would
not be free if it had not been for the
CIA.

The U-2 flights which the CIA con-
ducted with such outstanding success for
some 4 years before the shooting down
of Gary Powers also disturbed some of
our ultramoralists. But I think that
the vast majority of the American peo-
ple take great pride in the knowledge



that we had been able to penetrate So-
viet secrecy.

The CIA has been attacked from
many different directions for the role it
played in the Bay of Pigs invasion. I
am not saying that the CIA is blameless
or that it has made no errors. But
I do oppose what appears to be a mount-
ing tendency to shift all the blame for
the Bay of Pigs disaster onto the much
abused head of the CIA, because the
record made it clear that many people
shared the blame.

Essentially, it failed because we had
not made the decision that it must not
be permitted to fail.

This is the position I took in speaking
on the floor of the Senate on April 24,
1861, hard on the heels of the disaster:
and since that time and up to this min-
ute, no information has been adduced
which would lead me to revise this posi-
tion.

The propaganda campaign against the
CIA reached a crescendo during the re-
cent Vietnamese crisis. Last October
4, an article written by a correspondent
for an American newspaper chain
charged that the CIA had been subvert-
ing State Department policy in Vietnam,
and that John Richardson, the CIA
man in Salgon, had openly refused to
carry out instructions from Ambassador
Lodge.

The correspondent who wrote this arti-
cle was gullty of openly identifying &
CIA representative abroad, thus re-
ducing, 1f not destroying, his potential
usefulness forever. Visiting Congress-
men and members of the press may
sometimes know the identity of the CIA
representative, but it has been taken for
granted thal they do not reveal his iden-
tity to the public.

To the best of my knowledge, this was
the first Instance in which an American
correspondent has been guilty of this
fiagrant breach of the ethics of security.

Moreover, these sweeping charges
against an important agency of the Gov-

Appr&iedsFet Release 2005/05/18 :

Approved For Release 2005/05/18 : GIA-RDP66B00403R000500090005-1

ernment, and against & man's Integrity,
were obviously based on a one-sided pres-
entation from some official source. Mr.
Richardson and the CIA could not de-
fend themselves. I have always taken it
for granted that American newspaper-
men In any controversial situation en-
deavor to obtain the facts from both
sides, and all the more so when such
sweeping accusations are involved. Not
only have I taken it for granted, but it
i3 also true what the vast majority of
our newspapermen do. But the cor-
respondent in question apparently con-
sidered this unnecessary.

In the third place, the charges against
Mr. Rlchardson were a tissue of false-
hoods, President Kennedy, when he was
asked about the charges against the CIA
and Mr. Richardson at his press confer-
ence of October 12 said:

I must say I think the reports are wholly
untrue. The fact of the matter is that Mr.
{CIA Director John] McCone sits in the Na-
tional Becurity Council. I fmagine I see him
at least three or four times a week, ordi-
narily. We have worked very closely together
in the Natlonal Security Council in the last
2 months attempting to meet the problems
we face in South Vietnam. I can find noth-
ing, and I have looked through the record
very carefully over the last 8 months, and
I could go back further, to indicate that the
CIA had done anything but support poliey.
It does not create policy; it attempts to exe-
cute it in those areas where it has compe-
tence and responsibility. I know that the
transfer of Mr. John Richardson [CIA official
in Saigon] who is a very dedicated public
servant has led to surmises, but I can just
assure you fiatly that the CIA has not car-
ried out independent actlvitles but has op-
erated under close control of the Director of
Central Intelllgence, operating with the co-
operation of the Natlonal Security Council
and under my instructions.

So I think while the CIA may have made
mistakes, as we all do on different occaslons,
and has had many successes which may go
unheralded, In my opinion in this case it 18
unfair to charge them as they have been
charged. I think they have done a good job.

CIA-RDP66B00403R000500090005-1
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President. Kennedy's -characterization
of Mr. Richardson, I can wholeheartedly
endorse from my personal knowledge of
Mr. Richardson. In most countries I
have visited, the briefings by CIA repre-
sentatives have been limited to an hour
or two. But in May 1961, when I was in
the Far East, Richardson briefed me for
some 7 or 8 hours, all told. Certainly, it
was the most detailed, most balanced,
most knowledgeable briefing I have ever
been given. But I was even more im-
pressed by Mr. Richardson as a man than
by his exceptional competence as an in-
telligence officer. Indeed, of all the hun-~
dreds of people in the American service
whom I have met in the course of my
travels through Europe, Africa, and Asia,
I can recall no one for whom I formed a
higher esteem than John Richardson.

There is a final word I wish to say in
this connection. It is clear that the ar-
ticle in question originated in some offi-
cial source. If hadto. The official who
was guilly of giving out this story to the
press was himself guilty of violating the
rules of security as well as the ethics that
should govern relations between govern-
ment departments. This officer, in my
opinion, should be identified and dis-
missed.

The time has come when Members of
Congress and members of the press must
take stock of the growing campaign
against CIA and of the part they them-
selves may have played in forwarding this
campalign.

I am not suggesting that the CIA
should be immune to eriticism because of
the sensitive nature of its operations. No
government agency should be immune
from criticism.

I do believe, however, that there has
been far too much sensationalism, far
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too many inaccuracies, and far too little
concern for the national security in some
of the criticism that has heretofore been
made of the CIA.

I belleve that, before we indulge in
criticism of the CIA, we should take into
account the fact that it cannot defend
itself. We should also take into account
the fact that every critical statement,
whether accurate or inaccurate, will be
picked up by the special bureau of the
Soviet secret police whose task it 1s to
discredit the CIA, and will be put to work
through all the information and propa-
ganda channels open to the Kremlin and
through all its agents in the world’s news
media.

Because these things are so, we all
share a special responsibility, if we feel
constrained to criticize the CIA, to check
our facts painstakingly, to welgh our
words carefully, and to speak with re-
straint. If we have questions or com-
plaints, I believe that, before taking them
to the mass circulation press, we should
discuss them with the Director of the
CIA, or his deputy, or with the chairmen
of the four House and Senate commit-
tees charged with the supervision of the
CIA’s activities. And if, after checking
in this manner, there is any one of us
who still considers it hecessary to speak
out against certain policies of the CIA,
the proper place to do it would be on the
floor of Congress rather than on tele-
vision, or through the mass circulation
beriodicals. This would provide an op-
bortunity for rebuttal and debate, and
the press accounts, hopefully, would re-
flect all sides of the discussion,

For whatever its errors and shortcom-
Ings may be, I believe, with President
Kennedy, that the CIA will in the future
continue to merit the appreciation of our
country, as it has in the past.
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Hogwash about the CIA

e WASHINGTON: In all fairness,
' ~ ¢ itis time somebody had a kind

\j word to say for the poor old
Central Intelligence Agency.
The CIA is rather like the boy
in school who always gets
slapped around becausce every-
body knows he won't hit back.

The State Department has
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“ slapped the CIA hard for “invading the policy-

making ficld,” on the grounds that the agency
bricfed some newspapermen on the sad state of
the Sovict ‘cconomy. A lot of the press has also
been slapping the CIA around, and a few highly
respectable journals have even half-echoced the
Communist Worker's charge that Lee Harvey
Oswald, murderer of President Kennedy, went to
the Soviet Union in 1959 as a CIA hireling.
Former President Harry Truman has got in
his licks. “I never had any thought when 1 set up

CIA,” he has written, “that it would be injected

into the peacetime cloak-and-dagger business.”
Sen. Eugene McCarthy, in an article recently
published in this magazine [Jan. 4-11], has
charged that the CIA is getting out of hand,
Neither the President nor the Congress, the

" sepator maintains, really controls the agency or

. economy, and let reporters name the agency as .

knows what it is up to.
Somebody certainly blundered when the CIA
held a mass press conference on the Sovict

their source. But with ali due respect to a former

President and an able senator, the other charges

against CIA are a lot of hogwash. Let us con-

_sider them, in order.

. wald’s travels and his sources of income. The:

First, Lec Harvey Oswald never at any time

had any conncction whatever with CIA, al-

though suspicions on that score are perhaps
natural in view of the mystery surrounding Os-

¢ highest officials of the CIA are ready to so

testify—and indignantly—before the Warren
Commission investigating the murder. “If any-
body in the CIA had hired so obvious a psy-
chotic,” says one of the greatest experts in the
intciligence busincss, **he should have been fired
on the spot.” : :

Sccond, the odd fact is that Harry 8. Truman
himself put the CIA into the “‘peacetime cloak-
and-dagger business.” The ClA's operational,
or cloak-and-dagger, unit was established by
President Truman's National Security Council
in the summer of 1948, after the Communists
grabbed Czechoslovakia, In the subsequent four
and a half years, before President” Truman
siepped  down, certain highly effective sccret
operations were mounted with the President’s
full knowledge and approval... ;..
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| Third, the notion that neither Congress not
the President controls the agency or knows what
it is doing is nonsensc. The CIA is unqucstion-
ably the most supervised agency in the Govern-
ment—dozeits of people spend much of their
time breathing down its neck. .
The neck-breathers include four subcommiittees |
of Congress, hcaded by Representatives Carl - .
Vinson and Clarence Cannon and Scnators
Richard Russell and Carl Hayden, These con-
gressional grandees are acutely jealous of con-
gressional prerogatives, and they are not about
to Jet any cxccutive ageney, in Senator Mc-
Carthy's words, *{dccide] for itself just how
much or how little Coneress ought to know.”
Neither ClA director John McCone nor his
predecessor, Allen Dulles, when mecting in
closed session, ever refused a candid answer to
any question. To citc one example, contrary to
* the popular mythology, the four subcommittces
were thoroughly bricfed on the U-2 operation
. virtually from its inception, o
By the same token, cver since Mr. Truman
* established the operational section, every Presi-
dent has been thoroughly informed of every
! jmportant sccret operation. And every President
! has had, and sometimes exercised, an absolute
“vcto power over any operation, When there have
been disputes on major policy matters between
the C1A and the State Department or the Penta-
* gon, the last word in the argument has always
been the President’s. Again contrary to the pop-
ular mythology, President Eisenhower personally
. authorized the U-2 flight which Khrushchev used
to break up the 1960 summit meeting.
Morcover, the President has plenty of help in
kecping an eye on the agency. For example, a
. blue-ribbon presidential board, headed by former
- White House counsel Clark Clifford, is charged
" with continuous supervision of the agency. And
. there areall sorts of special committees, like that
“headed by Under Secrctary of State Averell
“ Harriman, with responsibility in the ficld of sub-
l version and guerrilla warfare,

It is just plain silly, in short, to suppose that
the CIA is *a law unto itsel.”” The real danger

1 is that the CIA. will become a vast cautious
I burcaucracy, bound by the lowest common de-
nonminator of timidity among its innumerable
i supervisors. The CIA in any case spends less
. than a third of the money and *owns” less than
" a quarter of the people in thg intelligence busi-
ness. The Pentagon intelligencé agencics, the
" Defense Intelligence Agency :and the National
Security Agency, spend most of the money and
‘own most of the people, but nobody seems
interested in supervising them,> . & .

s




Approved For Release 2005/05/18 : CIA-RDP66BOO403R000500090005-1

=T

The NSA particularly could do with a bit of
supervision. 1t has a horrible security record.
Recent cases include a couple of homoscxuals-
who defected to the Sovict Union and spilled
all the beans: and an Army scrgeant who col-
[ected $50,000 from Russian agents for really
fmpartant American scerets, and spent the loot
in the most conspicuous possible way on mis-
(resses, motor yachits and the like. If the CIA
had been respansible lor cither case, there would
have been a hullabaloo to make the Alger Hiss
o N _ case scem tame. ]

Harry S.k’l'rumdh b In {act, the CIA has not yet su(Te.rcd a single

known defection or pencetration, which is better
than par for the course. Certainly there are time-
L e dervers in the agency, and certainly it has had its
N T failures, in the Bay of Pigs and clsewhere.
8 :4'.,‘-1,;\, TN L But those who enjoy slapping the ClA around
- dy [ aught to ask themsclves what might have hap-
pencd if Mr Truman had not been wise enough . .
to put CIA into “'the peacetime cloak-and-dagger S - R
business.” 1t is virtually certain that parts of the
world now frec would be under Communist
control. 1t is absolutely certain that we would
; o, disastrously lack the solid information on Sovict
— A il A ! {  missilc-nuclear tapabilities which we now have,

’ L . Sen. Bugane McCarthy thanks to the ClA-created U-2 and reconnais-
s T _ -sance satellites. 1f Mr. Truman had not been
SRR wiser than he remembers being, we would be

. . today like the only blindfolded man in a murder-
ous game of blindman’s buff. :
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